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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of claims 1 1 and 18 under 35 
U.S.C § 103 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Applicant's amendment of claim 18 with respect to the rejection of claims 18-23 
under 35 U.S.C § 1 12, first paragraph, has been fully considered. The rejection of 
claims 18-23 under 35 U.S.C § 1 12, first paragraph, has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
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As in Claim 49, the Step Of authenticating the user using a cryptographic module remote 

from the terminal was not described in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 11 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

As in claim 1 1 , 

the clause a validated address in the step of printing a validated address on the VBI 
references to at least two validating processes in order to return a validated address: (1) 
address is validated based on the companion file, and (2) address is validated by 
comparing with a database. It is unclear what validating process is being referenced to 
return a validated address; 

there is insufficient antecedent basis for the address from a terminal remote from the 
database in the Clause if the address is not validated based on the companion file, receiving the 
address from a terminal remote from the database, 

there is insufficient antecedent basis for the validated address in the clause storing 
information relating to the validated address in the companion file upon a validation of the address, 
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and the validated address references to some other validated addresses. It is unclear 
what validated address is being referenced. 

Regarding Claim 49, the Clause communicating with the terminal over a wide area 
network references to some other items, but it is unclear what item is being referenced. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11, 12 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pierce et al. [USP 5,930,796] in view of Jatkowski [USP 
6,457,012 B1]. 

Regarding claim 11, Pierce teaches a method of validating an address for 
printing on an envelope or label as value bearing item (VBI). The Pierce method 
comprising: 

accessing a companion file of pre-validated addresses for validating the address (as 
illustrated at FIG. 2, Col. 3, Lines 58-62, mailing address of the envelope is checked 
against address records as a companion file of pre-validated addresses); 
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printing the address on the VBI y if the address is validated based on the companion file (FIG. 
2, steps 114->116->124); 

printing a validated address on the VBI (FIG. 2, steps 1 1 4-> 1 1 6-> 1 24); and 

storing information relating to the validated address in the companion file upon a validation of 

the address (FIG. 3, postal code as information relating to the validated address at step 
212 is stored in address record); 

receiving the address from a terminal (Col. 3, Lines 60-64, and 19-22). 

Pierce does not explicitly teach the Steps oUtoring a plurality of pre-approved 
addresses in a database remote from the terminal; if the address is not validated based on the 
companion file, accessing the database; and comparing the address from the remote terminal with the 
database of pre-approved addresses for validating the address. 

Jatkowski teaches a method for updating address data representing of a 
changed address. Jatkowski further discloses the step of storing a plurality of pre-approved 
addresses in a database remote from the terminal (Jatkowski, FIG. 1 , Col. 4, Lines 1-24, 
database 28), accessing the database; and comparing the address from the remote terminal with 
the database of pre-approved addresses for validating the address (Jatkowski, Col. 4, Line 30-Col. 

5, Line 6). 

Referring back to Step 1 04 of FIG. 2 Of Pierce, if the address record is not validated 
based on the address record or companion file, instead of entering address into the local 
database at step 108, Jatkowski method could be applied to Pierce method before 
updating the database. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use a remote database for storing changed address, 
and accessing the remote database for comparing with an address does not match with 
address record as taught by Jatkowski in order to update a changed address for the 
local database. 

Regarding claim 12, Pierce and Jatkowski, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 1 1 , Pierce further 
discloses the Step Of receiving the address comprises importing the address from a database of 
addresses (Pierce, Col. 3, Lines 55-57). 

Regarding claim 14, Pierce and Jatkowski, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 1 1 , Pierce further 
discloses the Step Of receiving a second address from the source; comparing selected information 
from the second address with stored information in the companion file; approving the address for use 
if the selected information corresponds with the stored information in the companion file; and 
accessing the database of valid addresses if no match is found (Pierce, Col. 3, Line 58-Col. 4, 

Line 30). 

Regarding claim 15, Pierce and Jatkowski, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 14, Pierce further 
discloses the Step Of comparing the second address with the stored addresses in the companion file 
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comprises determining whether a stored address in the companion file is stale, and rejecting the stored 
address if it is stale (Col. 2, Lines 44-60). 

Regarding to claims 16 and 17, Pierce and Jatkowski, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 1 1 , Jatkowski 
further discloses a remote database over a communication network, which is maintained by a 
remote address matching server (Jatkowski, FIG. 1). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pierce et al. [USP 5,930,796] and Jatkowski [USP 6,457,012 B1] as applied to claim 
12 above, and further in view of Hooper et al. [USP 5,819,282]. 

Regarding claim 13, Pierce and Jatkowski, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 12, but fails to 
disclose: the address from the database of addresses is saved as comma-separated value (CSV) data, 
and further including: determining selected characteristics of the database of addresses; and 
processing the CSV address data based on the characteristics of the database of addresses. Hooper 

teaches a method for creating a database by storing a plurality of data objects in a 
memory. Each data object has attributes including a key value and a data value. The 
data objects are partitioned into a plurality of classes, each class having one or more 
members, each member including the same attributes of the data objects. An access 
method is defined for at least one member of a specific class to access the data objects 
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of the specific class by key values (Hooper, Abstract). Hooper further discloses the data 
from the database is saved as comma-separated value (CSV) data, and further including: determining 
selected characteristics of the database; and processing the CSV data based on the characteristics of 
the database (Hooper, FIG. 5-6, Col. 4, line 1 1-Col. 7, line 47). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the Pierce method by using the technique as taught by Hooper for saving the 
address data as CSV data, determining, and processing the CSV address in order to 
have an easier, and faster way for manipulating data in an address database. 

Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jatkowski [USP 6,457,012 B1] in view of Pierce et al. [USP 5,930,796]. 

Regarding claim 18, Jatkowski teaches a method for matching an address with a 
database of pre-approved addresses. The Jatkowski method comprising: 

storing a plurality of pre-approved addresses with a predetermined format in the database; 
receiving address data with different formats (FIG. 1 , database 28, Col. 5, Lines 1-4, Col. 4, 
Lines 50-54); 

mapping the received address data with the different formats into a the ^predetermined format 
(Col. 4, Lines 50-54); 

comparing the address data in the predetermined format with pre-approved addresses in the 
database for validating the address; presenting the results for selection by a user, if one or more 
matches are found (Col. 4, Line 65-Col. 5, Line 19). 

The missing of Jatkowski method is the Step of printing a selected address on the VBL 
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Pierce teaches a method of validating an address for printing on an envelope or 
label as value bearing item (VBI). Pierce method comprising the step of printing a selected 
address on the VBI (Pierce, FIG. 2, Col. 3, Line 58-Col. 4, Line 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the step of printing a selected address as taught 
by Pierce into the Jatkowski method in order to have an address in an envelope or a 
label. 

Regarding claim 19, Jatkowski and Pierce, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 18, Jatkowski further 
discloses the Step Of accessing a remote database of addresses over a communication network 
(Jatkowski, FIG. 1, Col. 3, Line 50-Col. 4, Lines 16). 

Regarding claim 20, Jatkowski and Pierce, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 19, Jatkowski further 
discloses the database is maintained by a remote address matching server (Jatkowski, FIG. 1 , 
Col. 3, Line 50-Col. 4, Lines 16). 

Claims 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jatkowski [USP 6,457,012 B1] and Pierce et al. [USP 5,930,796] as applied to 
claim 18 above, and further in view of Wesinger, Jr. et al. [USP 6,324,538 B1] . 
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Regarding claim 21, Jatkowski and Pierce, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 18, but does not 
explicitly teach the Step Of applying a plurality of query permuters to the address data to convert 
the data into respective formats. Wesinger discloses the Step of applying a plurality of query 
permuters to the address data to convert the data into respective formats (Wesinger, FIG. 2K). It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use query permuters as taught by Wesinger with Jatkowski and Pierce method 
in order to format the address data. 

Regarding to 22, Jatkowski, Pierce and Wesinger, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 21 , Wesinger further 
discloses the Step Of applying at least one of a direct permuter and a single line permuter to the 
address data (Wesinger, FIG. 2K). 

Regarding claim 23, Jatkowski, Pierce and Wesinger, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 22, Wesinger 
further discloses the Step of applying a truncate permuter to the output structure of the direct 
permuter (Wesinger, Col. 8, lines 37-52). 

Claims 49-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jatkowski [USP 6,457,012 B1] in view of Pierce et al. [USP 5,930,796] and Lee 
et al. [USP 5,590,198]. 
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Regarding claim 49, Jatkowski teaches a method for matching an address with a 
database of pre-approved addresses. The Jatkowski method comprising: 

storing a plurality of pre-approved addresses in a database; receiving the address from a user 
using a terminal remote from the database (FIG. 1 , database 28, Col. 5, Lines 1-4, Col. 4, 
Lines 50-54); 

accessing the database from a server communicating with the terminal over the wide area 
network (FIG. 1, Col. 4, Line 65-CoL 5, Line 2); 

comparing the address from the user with the database of pre-approved addresses for 
validating the address (Col. 4, Line 65-Col. 5, Line 19). 

The missing of Jatkowski method is the step of authenticating the user using a 
cryptographic module remote from the terminal, and printing a validated address on the VBI. 

Pierce teaches a method of validating an address for printing on an envelope or 
label as value bearing item (VBI). Pierce method comprising the step of printing a 
validated address on the VBI (Pierce, FIG. 2, Col. 3, Line 58-Col. 4, Line 2). 

Lee teaches the Step Of authenticating the user using a cryptographic module remote from 
the terminal (Lee, FIG. 5 and 6). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the step of authenticating as taught by Lee, and 
printing a selected address as taught by Pierce into the Pierce method in order to 
secure the data and have an address in an envelope or a label. 
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Regarding claim 50, Jatkowski, Pierce and Lee, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 49, Pierce further 

discloses the Step Of storing information relating to the validated address in a the companion file 
upon a validation of the address (Pierce, FIG. 2). 

Regarding claim 51, Jatkowski, Pierce and Lee, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 49, Jatkowski further 

discloses the Step Of importing the address from a database of addresses (Jatkowski, Col. 5, 
Lines 7-19). 

Regarding claim 52, Jatkowski, Pierce and Lee, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 49, Pierce further 

discloses the Step Of receiving a second address from the user; comparing selected information 
from the second address with stored information in the companion file; approving the address for use 
if the selected information corresponds with the stored information in the companion file (Pierce, 
FIG. 2). Jatkowski discloses the Step Of accessing the database of valid addresses if no match is 
found (Jatkowski, FIG. 2). 

Regarding claim 53, Jatkowski, Pierce and Lee, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 52, Pierce further 
discloses the Step Of determining whether a stored address in the companion file is stale, and 
rejecting the stored address if it is stale (Pierce, Col. 4, Line 62-Col. 5, Line 19). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUNG Q PHAM whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4040. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JOHN E BREENE can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Examiner Hung Pham 



March 1,2005 




